Closing Speech for the Crown.
The Attorney-General
bowels—and the bowel wall was not broken down—what they ex-
pected to find, that a certain quantity of this arsenic is there—
less in the upper portion of the bowel, the jejunum, more in the
ileum, and a larger quantity in the caecum. They know to a cer-
tainty, within a few hours, at what time the arsenical dose must
have heen taken in order to reach that point, and they tell you
there must have been a fatal dose administered to that woman
within twenty-four hours of her death. Dr. Spilsbury and Sir
William Willcox both had the points of these hypotheses put to
them by my learned friend, and they were put to them in all
good faith, and with every sympathy on the prisoner's behalf, and
they gave them every consideration. Sir William said as to the
suggestion made, " It is quite impossible/3 and Dr. Spilsbury
took the same view. You have, therefore, the sure marks in the
body itself, clear to the doctors—just as clear to them as I have
said the footmarks would be to any one showing which way some-
body has passed along—just as clear, and the only suggestion to
try to get rid of this evidence is that there has been what is
called a migration of the poison, and the doctors say they found
in the liver a large quantity had collected. You have it that the
bowel wall was not broken down, and one of the doctors, I think,
gave an illustration of what took place, and says the pipe of the
bowel was intact—indeed, the whole body had been preserved by
the amount of arsenic that was in it. This is what Sir William
Willcoz says. He thoroughly understood Sir Henry's proposition.
" I think his hypothesis quite impossible to account for Mrs. Arm-
strong's death. I understand the suggestion is suicide committed
according to the system of that hypothesis/'
Well, gentlemen, that is the close of the February illness and
the death. Now it is said, what possible motive can there be for
such a wicked crime? Motive, gentlemen, is a relative term. No
motive should be strong enough to bring the prisoner into the posi-
tion he now occupies. The wealth of the Indies cannot offer a
motive; there can never be an adequate motive to you or to me,
calmly considering the matter, for coin mitt ing a crime so terrible,
so sinister, so wicked—no motive. Ought I to have suggested that
he would reckon £50,000; ought I to have suggested that he would
reckon £100,000, or that he would do it for £250,000? No.
Motive is a relative term,but what do we find in fact here? We do
find that the prisoner secured to himself a new will, entirely placing
him in a different position. Under the old will he is entitled to
receive, in case of her death £50, and no more until 1933. Under
the new will be would get some £2300 immediately. That new
will had one remarkable feature in it. The previous will was
drawn with particular care for the sake of the children, and
contained a small, but never mind how small, true and honest
expression of gratitude and love for their faithful servant, Miss
Pearce. The will was produced. It is entirely different, cutting
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